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EXPEDITED PROCEDURE 


Fax 


To: MS- STELLA WOO /Group Fnm* Mr. Richard Mettke 
2743 - 


Fax: 703-872-9314 


Phone 703-305-4395 


^ APPN: 09/134,831 ^ 


XUgent DForlUwlew □ Please Comment □ Pleas. Reply □ Ploas« Recycle 


Ms. Weo, 

In response to the Advisory Action mailed on June 26, 2002, Applicant files 
the following response. This response is being filed prior to September 26, 
2002 and as such do fees are due. The original copy has been mailed via the 
US Postal Service. 

Best Regards, 

Richard P. Mettke 
Ex parte, 

505 Stone Ridge Drive, 
Waynesvffle, MO 65583 
573-336-5726 
FAX: 573-336-7093 

Email: rmettke@aoLcom 
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EXPEDITED PROCEDURE 

APPN: 09/134,831 
FUcd: August 17,1998 
Applicant: Richardi". Mettke 

Title: On-line Communications Terminal/Apparatus 

....... £ 

Group Art Unit: 2#& 
Examiner: Stella Woo 
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ttttSVONSE TO AttVISORY ACTION, 
TiATy^I>ine25.2001 


CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I hereby certify thai this ooaespomfenoe is being deposited on 

, with the US Postal Service with return 

receipt requested the envelope was addressed to Box AF, 

ronaritatoner of Patents and Trad«n«^ Washington PC. 220231 


Box AF, 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington D.C. 20231 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

In response to the Advisory Action mailed on June 25, 2002, Applicant files the 
following response. This response is being filed prior to September 29, 2002 and as such 
no fees are due. Claims 6 - 9 are pending in the reissue application. An error by the 
applicant in the previous office action. Applicant respectfully requests allowance of the 
amended claims. 

The applicant has addressed all of the Examiners objections in previous office actions 
and has removed all material that was not supported in the original disclosure. The 
applicant requests mat the Examiner point out which additional material still remains in 
he application based on previous responses. Request mat the examiner review the packet 
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in », en**, and respectfully ^ that ft. rejection be v*hdra»n and an Am— 
be granted, lb. applicant t. provided ovemhetaing evidence ,0 ran* .te Bomnners 

Obviousness objections. 

Again, the Applicant respectfully requests mat the rejection be v*thdrawn and allowance 
be provided. 11. appUcant has rna^ a diUgent effort to amend 

at an allowable state that defines a novel structure, unobvious because it produces new 
aad unexpected results of the application. If for any reason the claims of this 

corrected amendment and response are not believed to be in condition for allowance, the 
applicant respectftuly request, that constructive assistance and suggestions of the 
examiner pursuant to MPEP 707 07 <j). 


Sincerely, 



Ex parte, 

505 Stone Ridge Drive, 
Waynesville, MO 65583 
Voice; 573-336-5726 
FAX: 573-336-7093 

Email: rmettke@aol.com 
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